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Historians have paid Upper Canada's Duncombe rising of 
1857 sewmt attention--perhaps because that revolt has avpeared 
to be a mere adjunct of the unsuccessful but central Mackenzie 
rebellion and because the Duncombe insurrection was doomed the 
moment the Home District rebels fled north up Yonge Street. 
After Edward Ermatinger first touched on the western uprising in 

ae 

nis controversial book of 1859, The Talbot Regime, the facts of 
the rising were only «radually sketched in. The most notable 
account of the revolt published thus far has been Fred Landon's 
rather brief article "The Duncombe Uprising of 1837 and Some of 
its ewes 

The essential history of the rebellion can be briefly 
outlined. FEighteeu thirty-seven wes a year of pronounced Reform 
agitation in the west. In the second week of December, 1837, 
after the outbreak of Mackenzie's rising at Toronto, some three 
to five hundred men, intending to raise the standard of revolt, 
gathered in Orkland townshiv near Brantford under Dr. Charles 
Duncombe, prominent Reform M.P.P. for Oxford County. Duncombe 
and his followers were then unaware that the Toronto insurrection 
head failed, and they remained in ignorance of that fact until 
the thirteenth of December, when they learned that Allan N. Mac- 
Wab, speaker of the provincial assembly, was in Brantford with a 
body of loyvlist volunteers. Thus on the thirteenth and fourteenth 
the rebels, hoping, to avoid cpture, dispersed and fled to their 
homes, or to the United Stutes. The Duncombe rising, such as it 


was, was at an end. 


Little his ceen said about the history of the revolt-- 
even leas about theecharacver of thoseewio participated in 24, 
tiough a few venerrlizatious hive been made. Usually, the rebels 
have been seen as people imbued with all the rather mystical 
agrarian virtues of indepenuuence, industry, and intelligence. 
Warner’ and Beers’ History of, Braat, published in 1883, vertured 
the opinion that most of those who had taken up arms had been 

3 
"substantial yeomen," while J. C. Vent two years later added the 
observation that "maiy" of Duncombe's meu "were substantial yeo- 
me: who nad fought valiautly against the invader during the War 

4 
oa ee. Occasioually, authors, such as Sta:uley Ryerson, in 
his larvely Marxist interpretation of the rebellions of 1837, 
have sug..esteu that the rebels (Duncombe's — among them pre- 
gs. .mably) consisted of "yeomen and mechanics." It would tnus 
seem from existing seconuuary sources that the western rebels 
were drawn from one, or at most two, levels of society. This 
Supposition remains to te tested. 

* % *% 

Auy inquiry into the chiracter of the Duncombe rebels 
should take into account the milieu in which they aes The 
insurgents were drawn from sixteen we tern towisnips --Dumfries 
in Halton County, Brantford in Wentworth County, Blenheim, Burford, 
Oakland, East Oxford, West Oxford, Norwich, and Dereham in 
Oxford Sounty, Townsend, Windham, aud Woodhouse iu Norfork County, 


and RBayham, Malahide, Yarmouth, aud Southwold in Middlesex. 
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(See map number 1, the refereice map, and map number 2 107 the 
distribution of the rebels in 1837.) These townships were 
distinctly rural in character. They had but a few large towns-- 
most notably Brantford, with a population estimated at from - 
1200 to 2000 souls, and St. Thomas, with perhaps 1)p00 ee oe 
, eousiderable number of small rural villages, however, dotted 
their landscapes. 

Though lumberinpy, was an activity of increasing importance 
in south-western worfolk and in south-esstern Middlesex, and 
though « number of industriul enterprises flourished in the area 
affected by the UVuncombe revolt--most uotably iron making which 
had begun in Charlotteville but which by 1837 had spread to 
Dereham aud Woouhouse as well--, farming was the predominant 
economic concern of the locality. The soils and topographical 
feetures of the disaffected towuships were generally well suited 
to the praetices of early nineteenth century agriculture, and 
eoutemporiries usuelly considered the farms and farming communities 
of the west, particulurhly of the older settled areas, to be 
prouperous ones. In 1857 it wos said of Dumfries township in 
Halton County that it was "one of the best settled in the Upper 


Province .. .». This is a fine wheat country and land sells 


Cy 
ag 


ALS ae” It wis ovserved, too, that, on approaching the town of 

Ivyautford from St. Thom::, one eucountered excellent wheat lands 
Le 

with "lerge Barus, fine Houses & fine Roads." The more southern 


areas of Oxford Couuty were Similarly well regarded. As early 


a9 10e5, passing salons the Governor's Road in East Oxford, 


a traveller a is "a long succession of farms, in a high state 
oot 1 Ot ' a s “ ; 
Of. cultivation. S1X years later, journeying from Oxford 
East to Oxford West, a wayfarer found himself amidst "a very old 
: , iz 
settled aud comparatively wealthy cowutry." The prosperity of 
Norwich struck a number of visitors. When it was found that 
Norwich supplied many men for the rebel “army" in 1857, some 
were amazed; for "the towuship of jorwich is perhaps one of 
the best settlements in Upper Canada; the country is thickly 
settled; well cleared; and you meet with better houses, garde.us 
& barns iu a shorter distance than you will do almost anywhere 
13 
else that I «now of." One loyalist who passeu through that 
towuship im 1838 recorded that: 
a finer country I never saw, the ground that had been 
cropped for thirty years, without any manure during all 
thie thine bore a6 dine crops as any |. have ever.seen in 
Buglaud. The country appeared like that around York 
or Canterbury, and many of the roads were excellent; 
the whole country was strewed with most substantial 
and picturesque farm houses, beautiful orchards, & c, 
and plenty appeared to abound. (14) 
Wor were the praises of Worfolk County unsung. Iu 18357 
a tourist who passed from Burford in Oxford County through Norfolk 
fo Loug Point observed that the land of the area was good "and 
ie, 
the farmers appenr to be very comfortable." The following year 


4 treveller through Townsend, Windham, and Woodhouse found that 


"the country here is fine and rich bevond description, and the 


16 
settlers wealthy." Further west, in the southern townships 


of Itiddlesex County the situation was similar. It was reported 
that the farms of Rayham, Malahide, Southwold, and Yarmouth 
a 
were productive and develoving rapidly. A Methodist preacher 
described RBayham and its adjacent area in 1833 as "a beautiful 
18 
GOuNiTyY ana a fruttiul one.” William Proudfoot, a United 
Secession minister, in 1°34 noted in passing from St. Thomas 
into Malahide some of the best cleared land he had yet encountered. 
"ihe fields in general," he wrote, "have uot a stump in them; 
the houses are wood and remarkably tasteful, some of them even 
19 
elegant, barns seemed wood, in general large." In 1834 the 
settlers of Southwold (and ol Westminster) were said to have 
20 

well cleared farms and to be "enjoying superior comforts." 

There was not, of course, universal prosperity in the 
townships examined. Reverend Proudfoot, for instance, noted 
the exiitence of areas in Malahide which lacked the evideut 
wealth of the other sections of that township and of neighbouring 

on 
Yarmouth . Moreover, in the years 1836-37 the pronounced 
commercial depression held the west in its grip, as it did the 
rest of the province. Crop failures added to existing economic 
distress, both in the region examined and in the colony at large. 
On balauce, then, though the townships in which the rebels 


lived normelly flourished, one cnumot automatically assume 


that the iusurseuts of 1837 were prospering. 


Although it seems likely that all of the insurrection— 
iets were affected i: some dexree by the economic recession, the 
axtent of thoee effeets are difficult to guage on an dudividual 
basis. The Usper Cauada Gazette in 1838 contained notices of 
4otions for the recovery of debts, actions which involved twelve 
Uuncombe rebels who had fled the province. Hach of those cited 

oe 
owed 1 average of Lil pounds, a large sum. It should be noted, 
however, that one merchant, Norris llumphrey of Bayham, alone 
neeounted for 468 pounds and that the largest debts were coutracted 
by peovle who might reasonably be expected to have credit 
extended them--two merchauts, a mill owner, a land auctioneer, 
:) ark bwo individuals involved dan band speculations. 

Contemporary statements collected about the vorosperity, 
or lack of it; of individual rebels is similarly inconclusive. 
Five of Duncombe's men anpe»r to have lived in virtual poverty 

y) 
im 1837--orne had a family dependent on him “for subsistence," 
24 
the fmily of another lived in "indigent circumstances," while 


Ghat of binlay Malcolm of Bayham existed "in very poor circum-= 


ot 


ee) 
stunces." Two other insurgents were simply described as being 
26 
oat 3 It should be observed, however, that these descriptions 


were provided to the authorities after the revolt and were designed 


to elicit sympathy for those portrayed. Thus two additional 
et 


persous who represented themselves as being “considerably indebted" 


appear, in reality to have bee:. quite prosperous-—one owning 


28 
"eo good farm" and the other able to live “in good circumstances." 


fo! casi Turther doubt upon the possibility that the rebels and 
their supporters were generally impoverished, it is worth noting 
that an additional insurgent was said to be “a farmer in good 
») 

ei cntistaliods! and that five of the insurrectionists' accomplices 
were described, in one way or another, as enjoying a substantial 
degree of economic well-being. While this attempt to determine 
the ecouomic circumstances of the rebels in 1837 must be considered 
inconclusive, it is perhaps possible to formulate an estimate of 
the geueral level of prosperity of the insurgents, in normal 
times at least, by examining their levels of employment and their 
property holdings. Identification of the individual rebels is, 
of course, a necessary prelude to auy such examination. 

Unfortunately, it canuot simply be assumed that all 
those whose names appeared on the well-kuown prisoner list 
detailim: those detained in Upper Canada from December 4, 1857 


uatil fiovember 12, 1838 who were charged with "INSURRECTION or 


20 
TREASON" were, in fact, rebels. This return includes many of 


those who did not t ike up arms but who were merely arrested on 
suspicion of having done so, or of having been involved in 
eotivities related to the revolt, or of having participated in 
attempts to iucite insurrection in the provinee in 1838. lor 
Goes this schedule even incluue the names of all those who were 


pal 
imprisoned. 


The present writer has ideutified one hundred aud uinety- 
six rebels and fifty-seven people who aided them by encouraging 
their neighbours to take up arms, by supplying weapons, ammunition, 
and advice to the insurgents and by forming “home guards." He 
has done so by .collecting the confessions of PuLilt of these 
individuals, coufessious which were given before examining 
justices of the peace or which were made in petitions for 
clemency to the government. In audition, the author decided that, 
if an accnowledgement of treasornable activity was sot forthcoming 
from a subject, that person would none the less be considered 
guilty form the purposes, of this study if two isudependent witnesses 
testified that he was indeed one of the insurgents or one of 
their accomplices. To have accented the word of but one observer 
as to a ma.'s complicity would have doubtless led to the inclusion 
ia the rebel ranks, or in the list of those aiding the insurrection- 
ists, of many individuals who were incorrectly identified, or 
wrongly accused, perhaps through maliciousness on the part of 
those indicting them. Thus the writer has discarded from consider- 
ation seventy-seven meu who were said by oily one witness, or 
by later histories, without sufficieut justification, to have 
been involved in the rebellion. 

It may be objected thet the testimouy of but two 
witnesses constitutes insufficient ground for coucluding, that a 


person w's implicated in the uprising. It was felt, however, 


that, given the nature of the sources used aid the frequent 
lacunae in documentation, it would have been unrealistic to 
insist on more substantial eviuence. Iii any event, only thirteen 
of the fifty-seven individuals judged guilty of aiding the rebels 
and ouly twenty-one of the one hundred and ninety-six men said 

in this study to have been insurgents were couvicted of being 
such on the basis of evidence collected from only two people. 
Wen in these instances, however, there were frequently other 
circumstances which suvgested quite strongly that the man in 
question was indeed yuilty--the fact, for example, tinat one of 
his accusers was a close relative--a son, a father, or a brother, 
or the fact that he fled the province after the revolt. In this 
stuuy, then, one will speak of ‘nown or identified rebels, as 
based on a fair weight of historical presumption, accepting the 
necessary qualification that in one or anotier particular case 
the evideice could be quite fallacious, but accepting also tnat 
it is highly unlikely that such evide:nce would be untrue for the 
group in veneral. 

Tye author has ivemwtified 196 rebels, yet has been 
unable to assemble complete data tor all of them. Lacwiae in 
documentation ind the problems posed by common names (which one 
.of the many James Moores of vereham and area, for instance, was 
the one who marched to Oakland’) are respo:usible for the gaps 


that Vosextst iw the imfornation, gathered. la considering the 


OS 


choracteristics of those in the sample this must be kept in mind. 
Moreover, it must be reco;nized that the 196 men involved in 

this study are not necessarily representative of the entire 

body of those who rallied to Duncombe's banner. 

In fact, it is very clear that the insurgents named do 
not fairly represent the geogriphical distribution of the 
insurrectionists as a whole. In part, at least, the differing 
altitudes of the various magistrates of the area about the 
wisdom of jailing the rebels ensured that insurgents from some 
townships were more likely to find themselves imprisoned than 
were their comrades from other townships. Approximately fifty 
meni drawn from the towuships of Southwold and Yarmouth and from 
the western nart of Malahide were -ssaid to have marched to Oakland 

De 
from Sparta. In this work, thirty-six of them have been 
cunvassed. Some thirty men apparently left Bayham and contiguous 
areas of Malahide to join Duncombe's "army." Twenty-two of 
them have been brought to livht. Thus the rebels from the lake- 
{front townships of Middlesex County have, for the most part, 
been identified--thanks largely to the zeal of the militia and 
migictrales of the area, who inquired deeply into the activities 
of the region's inhabitants during the revolt. 

The same degree of success has not attended the present 
writer's efforts to ferret out the «ames of those insurrection- 


ists drawn from other localities. Contemporary evitence, for 


=i Wes 


excmple, suvgests that anywhere from 100 to 2CO men mustered in 


2, 


- 


Norwich, some of whom came from Dereham and from East and West 
Oxford. Only thirty=four ineurgents Irom these townships, how- 
ever, have been cited in this study. Similarly, the members of 
the Maleolm clan of Oakland and Burford townships were credited 


with securing perhaps 200 recruits from Oakland, Burford, Wind- 


Ae 


a - 


ham, Townsend, Brantford anu area. Yet, but sixty of theese 
individual: have been detected. Clearly, in this work the rebels 
of Yarmouth, Malahide, Southwold, and Bayham are seriously over- 
represented in the sample of those who took up arms. Obviously, 
then, the problem of sample bias is a very real one, so that one 
cannot say with any degree of certainty that any of the character-= 
icties of those involved in the rebel sample extended to the 
entire body of insurgents. Although the conclusions formulated 
below are thus necessarily tentative ones, they can be, and are, 
supported by traditionil, qualitative kinds of evideice. 

One possible indicator of the state of ecouomic well- 
bein of the rebels is the extent of their property holuings. 
U.fortunately, it is almost impossible to collect accurate data 
on the land holdim,s of the insurrectionists, for the sources 
exbiuit are quite incomplete and uneven in quality, differing 
from aren to area wud from township to towuship. Too, privave 
leasiny, agreements are usually witraceable. Heice it is not 


SOArtLoulurly surorising that io less then thirteen of the rebels 


identified were farmers for whom the author was wiable to locate 
precise information about tneir holdings. Only sixty-four of 
the 196 insurrectionists listed, or 32.7 per cent of them, are 
Known to hive held land--whether by renting property, by buying 
it on instalment, or by having had legal title to Aye These 
fivures, if taken at their face value, might well lend credence 
to the proposition that the rebels sought the acquisition of 
land for themselves, which might in turn give rise to the 
suoposition that those as:embled at Oakland were primarily land- 
less persons who represented an economically deprived sector of 
society. Indeed, Joseph Chambers, a Townsend resident, later 
insisted that Elinkim Malcolm had come to him on December 11 and 


hed said that those who had not farms were so strong that the 

at 
government forces would surrender. Chambers' testimony, how- 
ever, is suspect, for it would have been illogical for Malcolm 
to imply that he was helping lead 4 revolt of propertyless 
persons, as he was 4 prominent resident of the area who owned at 
Least 930 acres himself and cnme from 2 prosperous farming and 
nilling family--various members of which had taken up arms. 

The belief that many of the insurgents were propertied 
individuals engaged in agricultural pursuits is boriue out, in 
part at auy rate, by reference to the remarks of different con- 
temporary observers. Some of these commentators were, of course, 


far from wibiassed, a::4 wished to clothe the insurge:ts in as 


attractive garb as possible. Edward Theller, for example, an 
American captured in a raid ou the Western District in January 
of 1838, a raid intended to "revolutionize" the provitce, later 
declared that, on being transferred from the London to the 
Toronto jail and ou passing through the London Uistrict, "some of 
the richest and most eligible farms were pointed out to me as 

48 
the property of rebels." 

There are other sources available that are perhaps 
dnherently more trustworthy than Theller, sources which, too, 
indicate thit many landed farmers were among the insurgents. 

For instance, John Treffry, a Norwich settler, blamed Duncombe 
for leading the 200 Worwich rebels astray, asserting that, by 
Juue of 18358, many of the latter had left the country leaving 

ae) 
behind "fine eaoue Don In the summer of 1838, Alexander Whalley 
bignteot NortheOxford pointed out that "most, if not all," of 
the disalfected (and presumably the rebels) of the Oxford area 
"are Americus or descendants of Americans, who since the last 
was [sic] hove bought property of [f] Canadians, and oa there 
are who reut the land or work for their daily bread." There 
“wre indications that insurgents elsewhere were propertied. 
William Thompson and Charles Chapin of Oakland township, for 
example, swore that they aud their neighbours had veen told that 
if they refuseu to turn out with Duncombe's men "their property 


Al 
would be coufiscated." Obviously, thei, at least some of the 


ase 


rebels in and about Oakland were land owners. 

Aside from property holdings, occupational levels also 
provide an iudicator of the ecouomic circumstances of the 
Duncombe insurgents. Unfortunately, the list detailing the 
names and livelihoods of those imprisoned from December 4, 1837 
to November 12, 1838 is of little help in determining the occupa- 
tious of the Duncombe rebels. Not only does the return not 
encompass all of the insurgents but also, for the London District 
at least, its description of the employments of those jailed is 
woefully unreliable. Most of the captured Duncombe rebels were 
sent to Lonuon, and each of those -imprisoned at that centre-- 
no metter whether other sources indicate him to have been a 
e'rpenter, a tailor, a merchant, a tavernkeeper, a labourer, a 
doctor, a miller, a land surveyor, or a school teacher--was 
deseribed on the schedule as a "yeoman." 

The difficulties in unearthing the various occupations 
of the rebels are monumental ones, since clearly the official 
prisoner list te of Little use in this regard. Thus other 
sources--such AS government reports, depositions, recognizances, 
and censuses-=-must be utilized. The livelihoods of 139 of those 
196 iusurgents identified have been found. Sixty-three, or ae 
per cent of those involved were either farmers or farmers' sons. 
Twenty-seven of them, or 19.4 p-r cent of the total, were labour- 


ers. IU is tempting: to’ cotrclimie that all or most of the labourers 


a 


were farm workers (recognizances and census returns Simply listed 

people as "labourers" without differentiating between the different 

types of labourers), but it would be unwise to jump to such a 

conclusion, for even in agricultural areas there were numerous 

small craft and manufacturing establishments. In 1835 in Dumfries, 

for example, there were no less than seventy-three mills, distiller- 
43 

ies, factories, blacksmith shops, and the like. Horty-iuine of 

the rebels discussed, or 35.2 per cent of the sample, were 

neither Labourers nor farmers. This latter group included eight 

millers and tanners, one individual who worked for a miller in 

an uuknown capacity, ana sixtecei: men who might loosely be 

described as craftsmen or skilled workmen--blacksmiths, carpenters, 

well diggers, clothiers, tailors, cordwainers, and watchmakers. 

As well, Oue commercial fisherman, one auctioneer, one gentleman's 

SOll, One anprentice, two teachers, two merchants, six professional 

mein, anu ten tavernkeepers were to be found among these forty-nine 

indiviuuals. 

Perhans one should not iusist too strenuously that there 
were three broad occupalional catevories found among the sample 
population--agriculturslists; Labourers; innkeepers, craftsmen, 
professionn»ls etec.--, since in that day a man might well be 
ensaged in wore than one ecouomic activity. For example, millers 
ana rural tavernkeepers often farmed. Thus in many instances the 


Lines of distinction betwee. various occupations tended to be 


auGs 


blurred. Wone the less the facts collected about the livelihoods 
of those rebels iuentified do clearly indicate that for them, at 
the very least, the traditional description of the insurgents as 
"substantial yeomen" is much too narrow; for far from all were 
farmers, though indeed many may have been "substantial" or, 
possibly more accurately, reasonably prosperous individuals. 

Nor is the phrase "yeomen and mechanics" a sufficiently accurate 
description of these men, as the term "mechanic" cannot comprehend 
all of those non-agriculturalists isolated. 

Though it does seem likely to this author that most of 
the Jusicombe rebels were reasouably successful pyeople, at least 
1i1 An economic sense, it must be admitted that there were those 
jn the province inclined to devorecate the social character both 
of Duicombe's followers and of the rebels at large. ceorge 
Coventry, « Tory who was on the wiagara frontier at the outbreak 
of the rebellion in Upper Canady, referred to the province's 
lusurgeats as being "principally confined to unlettered mechanics 

44 
and farmers of no standing in society." Coventry's point 
Appears to hive been that there were very few, if any, "gentlemen" 
Among Lhe insurrectiouists. Yet, in direct contrast to Coventry, 
Adm Hope, one of the St. Thomis loyalists, did express amagement 
"at the iumber of people of property & respectability" implicated 
45 


im the revolt throughout the! provizce. 


Tf imveed Uoventry"s point was that the rebels did not 


a 


encompass within their rauks those in the colony who liked to 
think of themselves as the social @lite, one can only agree with 
him. Perhaps, however, it is worth noting in passing that several 
members of that currently prestixzious profession--medicine--were 
implivated in the western uprising. No less than four practition- 
ers, most notably Duticombe himself, took up arms in the rebel 
eause. This fact may have helped inspire an American editor to 
note that "the rebellion soems to have enlisted all the Doctors 
46 
in Canada." The vituperative Toronto Patriot was prepared to 
recognize the extraordinary number of physicians both in the Home 
District and in the west who were embroiled in the revolt, but 
was not vrepared to admit them into the ranks of the respectable. 
The journal observed that "all kiow how numerous have been the 
self-styled ‘doctors! implicated in the rebellion, but perhaps 
: 47 

all do not know tht they are almost one ana all Yankee quacks." 

On balance, coutemooriry observations, asiue from the 
possivle coufusion over "respectability," do appear to suggest 
thet the insgurgeuts as a whole were relatively stable, well- 
settlea people. Perhaps one might eveiu venture the suggestion 
that, if modern standards are applied, most could possibly sow 
be thought of as hiving been "respectable" as well. Certainly, 
the gata concerning occupitions assembled ou the 196 rebels 
involved in this study seem to argue the validity of the afore- 


mentioned conclusions-—-2t least about the sample population. 


Moreover, further evidence ca: be adduced to indicate that, 
genernlly spetking, those rebels enumerated in this work were 
relatively mature individuals. The ages of 109 of the 196 have 
been found. Their average age wis 30.2 years. The marital states 
of 127 of the 196 men have also been discovered--eighty-one were 
married and only forty-six were single. Obviously, many of those 
in the sample population would seem to have been adult males 
encumbered with all, or most, of the responsibilities of manhood. 
As one might expect, however, there is very little other evidence 
available as to the ages and marital states of the rebels at 
large, though it might be noted for what it is worth that John 
Treffry in the summer of 1838 recorded that many insurgents, 
8 

who had "large" families and "fine farms," had fled een 

The picture that emerges of the sample rebel population 
discussed here is of a relatively stable, comparatively prosperous 
group of people. Aduitional evidence can be presented to suggest 
that there were indeed other such men caught up in the maelstrom 
of "revolutionary" politics. The occupations of forty-one of the 
fifty-seven men identified as having aided the insurgeuts are 
Ikiown to the author. Twenty-three of them were farmers or 
farmers’ sons. Seventeen were millers, craftsmen, professionals 
ete., aud one wis a store clerk. lone were labourers. Thirty— 
turee of the fifty-seven, moreover, have been found to have held 
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prope:'ty in some fashion. In addition, the ages of twenty-nine 
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of these fifty-seven people are known. They averaged 41.0 years 

of age. The conclusion that most of them were relatively 

mature is reinforcea by the fact that thirty-five of them have 

bee:. found to have been married and only six to have been unmarried. 

In nny case, no discussion of the political and economic 
characteristics of the insurgent group and of their supporters 
would be complete without 2 recognition of the fact that there 
appears to have been at least one distinct "sub-group" among 
the Juncombe rebels. On December 18, 1837, Mahlon Burwell of 
Port Talbot, militia Colonel and member of the assembly for the 
town of London, informed the Adjutant General Peae those gathered 

2 at Oakland had been a “collection of Se ea Burwell's 
impression, so different from those of many of his contemporaries, 
may have beeu influenced by his natural propensity to disparage 
the cheracter of his political opponents and by the fact that 
those insurgents from his own immediate neiphbourhood--Southwold, 
Yarmouth and Mal:hide--do appear to have fitted the traditional 
"sturdy yeoman" rebel mould far less than their counterparts 
from other areas. 

Certainly Martin Switzer, the Streetsville resiue:t who 
had journeyed west to incite rebellion, while raisiug recruits 
about Spart, made a special appeal to the "young men" of Yarmouth 

a. 
and vicinity to tur aries and one observer did indicate that 


De 
the vlea w°s heeded by the youtiis of the Jamestown area. 
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Moreover, Adam Hope noted that the fifty or sixty men in the 

z 
Yarmouth party were "political fanatics, chiefly young On a 
Significantly, the data collected on the thirty-sevei people 
known to have been in this group suggest that they were notably 
younger than the rest of the simple rebel population. The 
average age of the 109 insurgents whose ages have been found was 
30.2 years, but the average age of the twenty-four insurrectionists 
from Yarmouth, Malahide, and Southwold whose ages have been 
identified was just 21.8 years. Similarly, while 63.8 per cent 
of those insurrectionists whose marital states have beer discovered 
were married, only eleven Yarmouth and area rebels are known to 
have had wives, while fifteen of them were founc to have been 
Single. In keeping with their apparently more youthful profile, 
the Yarmouth, Malahide, Soutl:wold insurrectionists appear to 
have contained proportionately more labourers among their ranks 
than did the rest: of their comrades. Of the 139 men who mustered 
at Oakland whose occupations hive been identified, only twenty-six 
were labourers. Ten of these come from the Yarmouth region, an 
area which is known to have produced just seventeen insurgents 
engaged in other occupations. On balance, then, the available data 
suggest that those taking up arms in the lakefront towuships of 
Yarmouth, Malahide, and Southwold were notably younger, and 
perhaps encumbered with less responsibilities, than were their 


brethren from other townships. 
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It ts significant. thatthe party from-Yarmouth and 
vicinity marched farther to Oakland than did any other group .of 
rebels. Perhaps the natural reluctance of men with wives aud 
families to make the long trek to Oakland from Sparta and vicinity 
iu the cold of a Canadian Uecember, wheu they would have to leave 
their families for an indefinite and perhaps protracted period, 
accounts for the apparently large percentage of youthful labourers 
amon; the rebels from this area. Oertaiuly, however, there are 
indications that the cause of rebellion elicited the support of 
some fHirly substantial members of the community in this region 
also. For one thing, fourteen of the fifty-seven individuals 
identified as having helped the rebels came from southwold, Yar— 
mouth, and Malahide. The occupations of eleven are known. Six 
were farmers, one a farmer's son, one a doctor, one a mer chat, 
one a tailor, and one a millwright. Jone were labourers. Ten 
of the fourteen individuals have been found to have been married 
and two to have been single. The ages of seven of them are known 
and averaged 50.9 years. It would thus appear that Adam Hope 
had some reason for suspecting that, if confiscatious did occur 
of the property of those involved and implicated in the rebellion, 
such confiscations in Yarmouth alone "will perhaps reach $20,000. 
It is truly melancholy," he added "to see the earnings of a life 
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of honest industry swept away in a minute." 


In sum, it might be argueu from the evidence presented 


nbout the sample population that the Duncombe rebels were divided 
into three broad occupztional categories--an agrarian "proprietor- 
ial" vroup of tarmers and farmer's sons; a more or less skill-or 
service-oriented "miadle class" element of craftsmen, millers, 
professionals and the like; a "lower class" grouping of labourers 
and hired farm hands. In any event, coutemporary evidence does 
suggest that the insurgeuts as a whole did not represent an 
economically disadvantaged sector of western society, but 
constituted instead a reasonably mature, well settled body ol men. 

Social class aside, the main characteristic of the 
rebels that concerned their contemporaries was their ethnicity; 
for the various etjuiic problems that had plagued the province 
ensured that the nationalities of the insurgeuts, and by implica- 
tion the loyalties of the various national groups, would be 
closely scrutinized. Of the 196 men who are known to have 
mustered at Oakland, the countries of origin of 135 have been 
identified. One hundred aud two were born either in Upper 
Canady or in the United States--fifty-two iu the colony and fifty 
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in the republic. Similarly, the ethnie origins of Torty—four 
of the fifty-sevei men who aided the insurgets have been 
determined. Twenty-seven were Americaus and tei were Upper 
Canadians. 

While these statistics do tell usp a great deal about 


the ethuic character of the two sample populations, they do not 
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determined. Twenty-seven were Americaus and tei were Upper 
Canadians 

While these statistics do tell usp a great deal about 


the ethuic character of the two sumple populations, they ao not 
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of themselves necessarily say much about the national origins 
of the rebels at large. They do, however, suggest the thesis 
that the rebels were largely American aud Uoper Canadian in 
character. The thesis is validated, in part at least, by an 
examiaation of the ethnic composition of the population of the 
sixteen townships from which the insurgents were drawn. (See 
map number 3.) When the term Upper Canadian (U.C.) is used 
Simply to designate onev born in the province, it is obvious that 
Upper Canadians and those from the United States (U.S.) were 
clearly dominant in Brantford township, in the Oxford towuships 
of Blenheim, Oakland, Burford, East and West Oxford, Dereham, 
and horwich, and in the Norfolk townships of Windham, Townsend, 
and Woodhouse. In three of the Middlesex towuships--Bayhan, 
Malahide, and Yarmouth--where the residents were composites of 
differeut uationalities, the rebels were drawn, it would seen, 
from those areas where the American and Upper Canadian components 
of the populace were preponderant. In the remaining two town- 
shins, Southwolu and Uumfries, which cortributed to the rebel 
enuse and in which other ethuic groups were ascendant—-the 
Haglish and the Hixzhland Scots in Southwold, the Lowland and 
Highland Seots in Uumfries--the mnin nationalities therein 
evidently stood sloof from the revolt. 

With some reason, most critics of the "Yank-e" element 


of the province's vopulation rarely felt inclined to make fie 


a Ane 


Jistiuctions betwee:. Americans aud Upper Cauadiaus or, at least, 
to admit the validity of such distiuctions. One born in Upper 
Canada of parents who came from across the line was an American 
pure aud simple. This lineage conveyed the mark of Cain, and, 
after the revolt, auathemas we:e hurlea freely at all who bore it. 
Alexander Light of orth Oxford insisted that most, if not all, 
"the disaffecteu are Americans or descendants of Americans." 
Join Burn, "once a Tyne side worthumberland farmer" of Derehan, 
i.. 1838 complained that the settlers of his township "from tne 
ates" had been, through 1837, quite rebellious, telling the 
Baglish inhabitants that "we should be drove out of the country" 
and insisting tht "to be an Eaglishman was bad enough, but to 
be an English Torie [sic] was insufferable." The unhappy Burn 
went on to lament that both Dereham and worwich, coutrolited as 
they were by towuship officers who came from the republic, 
"have been more like American cepeidencies than being part of a 
Die 
Brits COMuorny .."' Lord Durham, iivesligacane conditions in the 
province in 1438, noted "the disloyalty, or rather very lukewserm 
loyalty" of that portion of the population, of the western 
58 
peninsula which had immigrated from the south. hor were just 
the "Yankees" of the west thought to be disaffected. In 1°38 
Lieutenant-Goveruor Sir George Arthur squsrely blamea the revolt 
¢ 
on the American settlers of the whole province, se and their 


treasonable disposition ws protested to the Colonial Secretary, 
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Lord Glenelg, by one of his correspondeits. Furthermore, the 


Moutreal Herald declared that one need only look at those 
implictted in the Upper Canadian rebellion to see that “in the 
Hirams, the Elijahs aud i:umumerable other scriptural names, we 
have without further enquiry, sufficient evidence that the 
disaffected of the cowitry were priucipally Americans or descend- 
ants of Americans." 

Despite the preponuerance of Americans aid Upper 
Cannadians amo, those Oakland iusurgents uncovered, repr:sentatives 
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Of other uationalities were to be found in their ranks. There 
were fourteen “nuglishmen who have been identiiied among Dunconbe's 
forces as well as three others who provided aid to those part- 
Leipating in the revolt. These individuals were scattered through 
Lbumfries and the Middlesex townships of Bayhan, Yarmouth, and 
southwold and the Oxford townships of Oakland, 3rantford, Norwich, 
Dereham, and fast aud West Oxford. It, therefore, appears to be 
cleir that 10 one compact group of Englisrmen provided "soldiers" 
for the insurgent “army." Although the English immigrants tended 
not to settle topether, even in localities, where sizeable pop- 
ulations of them existed in the "rebel" area (such as in the 
towns of Brantford, Paris, and Woodstock and in the towaships of 
Southwold, Malahide, Bayham, Horwich, and bereham), they were 
steadfastly loyal. This apvears to have bee:: the case through- 
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out the provilice. Both Lord Durham and T. R. Preston, a 
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traveller, observed that the British vopulation, presumably 
meaning the Welsh, Irish, and Scots as well as the BKuglish, 
had quickly rallied to the sovernment cause during the insurrec- 
tion. An "Old Country" resident of the Augmentation of Gren- 
ville, a community of the Lower Canadian side of the Ottawa 
River some fifty-one miles east of Bytown, i1sisted that the 
British of both provinces had demonstrated their loyalty in the 
rebellions, although he was compelled to admit that a "small 
number of rotten Sheen & most superlative rascals were of course 
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found both in Upper & Lower ‘Ca..ada." 

Apparently, few if any Scots were among Duncombe's 
men. Within the immediate "rebel" ares there were Lowland Scots 
iu Brantford and throughout most of vumfries. lighlanders, 
virtually all Protestants, were to be found in Dumfries, Southwold, 
and Yarmouth. Wo persons known to be of Scottish birth were 
found among those 196 souls described in this study as having 
gathered at Oakland, or among those fifty-seven veople identified 
as having provided the persons participating in the insurrection 
with aid--although the datn garnered on the rebels from Vumfries 
is admittedly weak. The origins of only four of the fourteen 
insurgents from this township are known. Three were Upper 
Canadians of non-Scots parentage aud the fourth was an Euglishman. 
The nationalities of two of the four people from here who aided 


the rebels have been discovered; ote was a New Brunswicker, the 


other, wn Upper Curadian. Although the unames of two of the 
insurrectionists, John and vavid Stewart, and one of their 
abettors, Franklyn Kenny, could possibly suggest a Scottish 
background, it does aopear that the Vunmfries' insurgents came 
from the west ce.tral part of the towiuship and were to some 
extent removed from the older settled Highland and Lowland Scots 
65 
communities in the eastern and northern sections of it. 

Seots predominated in several "non-rebel" Oxfora and 
Middlesex Tounty towishiovs. Lowlanders were to be found in 
Westminster and London, Highlanders in 4orra, Nissouri, Lobo, 
“arradoc, Ekfrid, “iosa, Aldborough, Dunwich, and Westminster. 
The haphazard nature of the revolt, its lack of planning, aud 
the inability of its leaders to spread the uews of the uprising 
to the Scottish townships in good time may well have been 


Scots to turn 
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decisive factors in the failure of some of t! 
to rebellion. Whether or not this was the case, it is certain 
fhatethey, as a group, did not march under the insurgents’ 
banners. P. B. de Blaquiere of Woodstock, noting that he had 
not been confident of the diretctitom in which the Scots would 
turn, diseuchauted as they were with the goverument for refusing 
to’ yield to the claims of the Kirk, wes relieved to discover 
that the Highlanders of Nissouri and dorra had resisted various 
. 66 
attempts to include them in the rebel fold. John Askim, Clerk 


of the London District, observed with considerable glee that the 
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Liberals had regarded the Scots of Lobo, Dunwich, Aldborough, 
and the north of Yarmouth as their men but were RE La ee te We 
disappointed," for the Scottish settlers, instead of ie a to 
trenson, had offered to enrol in the government's forces. : 

Elsewhere in the province, it would appear that the 
Scots were not immune to the contagion of revolt. Even before 
the Upper Canadian uprisings had occurred, concern had been 
expressed lest the Highlanders of Glengarry ot eee Roman 

8 
Catholic brethren in Lower Canada in rebellion. This fear 
oroved uufounded, but it does appear that some Scottish residents 
elsewhere in the province were disaffecteu. In \assagaweya-=a 
tow:.ship in Halton County whose povulation was made up primarily 
of llighlanders belonging to the Kirk--as soon as news was received 
of the rebel movements at Toronto, meetings wee held, and 
conducted in Gaelic, and a small party raised to aid Nackenzie's 
men. The Highlanders of Esquesing were also accused of attending 
a gathering at which "they ovenly avowed their iutenution of an 
6 
appeal to arms." : William Lyou Mackenzie was, of course, from 
Scotland, and this fact may have been sufficient in itself to 
leid at least some people to term his uprising "a Scotch Rebel- 
@) 

eet While this was doubtless an extreme exagzeratiou, there 
is evidence to suggest that .ot all the Scots of the provilce were 


as innocent of revolt as those of the western peninsula seem to 


have been. 


AS for the Irish, attempts had been made to sow seeds 
of sedition amony them prior to the insurrection. In November 
a letter from Oakland signed by "Erin" had avpeared in the 
Constitution which had called on them to forget their sectarian 
differences aud had argued that the Euglish had always capital- 
ized upon Irish dissensions to further their own base purposes. 
Hinting aarkly that there is "sometning coming," the writer had 

ype 
urged his countrymen to rally about "Liberal" principles. 
They, however, do not appear to have rushed to Duncombe's 
banner to any appreciable extent. Within the rebel district 
there were sizeable Irish communities in the towns of Brantford, 
Paris, and St. Thomas and in the townships of Bayham, Norwich, 
and Burford. Yet, ouly one Irishman from the town of Brantford, 
one from the towuiship of sorwich, and two from the townshino of 
Oakland are ‘nown to have joined the insurgents. No less than 
ten of those known to the author who took up arms from Yarmouth, 
Malahide, and Southwold were Irishmen. Possibly, the personal 
example and public prominence of UVavid Anderson, the rebel 
captain, an Irishman who tended a tuvern in Suckertown, a hamlet 
in the south-east of Southwold, was instrumental in securing 
the adherence of it least some of his compatriots to the rebel 
he 

cause. 

Throughout the proviice the Irish indeed anpear to have 


been loyal. In Hamilton in early December tnere had been rival 


meetings seexing to enlist the Sympathy of the local settlers 
from Ireland for the Radicals and for the Tories respectively, 
but, after the revolt, G. Pp. Bull, the editor of the ultra-— 
loyal Hamilton Gazette, wrote with evident satisfaction to James 
Buchanan, the British consul in New York, to say that uno rebels 
had been found among the 700 or so Ir¢shmen at the head of the 
ge le It was claimed of those from Ireland who had located 
about Guelph and its surrounding ne ts 26 it could assuredly 
be said also of their counterparts in London township--that on 
the outbreak of the insurrection they had rushed to the aid of 
the government. In Toronto one resident insisted that not a Man 
of the Green Isle has joined the Rebels, all are iar 
The Toronto Mirror agreed, noting that the Irish Roman Catholics 
of Upper Canada lacked the vrievances impelling their brethren 

76 
across the sea to disaffection. 

In summary, while it must be recognized that the data 
assembled on the ethnic orisins of the rebels caimot automatically 
be assumed to reflect the bickgrounds of the insurgents as a 
whole, the itemized evidence that can be garnered, taken in 
coujunction with contemporary statements, does imueed suggest 
that the rebellion in the west was larsely the work of Americ in 
immigrants aud of native Upper Canadians. wWone the less, it 


remains true that there were at least some iuhabitants of other 


ethnic stock who took up arms. A number of considerations would 
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seem to ‘ludicate that sweh inuividuals were scattered throu: hout 
the "rebel" area (exceot the Irish from the Yarmouth region, of 
course). One is tempted to speculate that those insurgents who 
were not Upper Canadian or American-born may generally have 
lived in the province for lengthy periods of time and may thus 
have adopted many of the attitudes of their distinctly North 
AnieTi camneLenboure © The aathor has fowid, in fact, that fourteen 
such people who joiued Duneombe's force had lived in the province 
lor at least an avernavye of 15.3 years and that the corresponding 
four individuals among those iuventified as having aitued the 
insurgents had been resident for at least an avera_e of 17.8 
years. While these figures will not in themselves admit the 
validity of a theory propounding that non-American, smon-Upper 
Canadian rebels had generally lived a long time in the colony, 
they do perhaps susgest that such a premise deserves consideration. 
While ethiic tensions ana, indeed, social grievaiuces 
doubtless helped persuade some men to rebel, such factors do not 
svem to be sufficiently embracin;, to explain the general phe:.omenon 
of imsurgency auitar ag it occhrred in the west in 1837s. To 
arrive at a balanced assessueit of causation, the historian of 
the Duncombe revolt must look at yet other factors--the extent 
of relipious divisions and the nature of western volitics, for 
oxinple--factors which, unfortunately, lay outside the scope of 


this present paper. Wone the less, it is worth soting that the 


ware 
Reform or "Liberal" movement hed been strong in the west for 23 
number of years, and that in the pivotal election of 1:36, in 
the London Jistrict the Reformers had wou all six county sets 
isi Oxford, Miudlesex, and Norfolk, though losing the town of 
Lo..dou to the Tories. Moreover, in 137 the west had been the 
scene of considerable political agitation, and in the "rebel" 
area itself Reform m:etings had been held in Sodom, Sparta, 
Richmond, Oakland, West Oxford, and St. Thomas. In addition, a 
large gathering held in Westminster township on October 16 had 
been attended by men from the "rebel" townships. Despite the 
fact that lists are not available of those present at these 
meetings and that one must rely on highly fragmentary evidence 
to secure the names of those who did attend, no less than eighty 
of the rebels identified in this study are known to have part-— 
icipited in these various assemblies. 

It may well be that those western settlers who cualleuged 
the Lawful authority of the provinetbal administration in 
Vecember, 1837 were, for the miost part, Reformers or Radicals 
oy nomkintioal conviction Lither thaw social Gistinetion. Even 
30, that possibility does not preclude one's risxing general- 
igations about their social and ethuic profiles; for the 
insurgents do anpear, on the whole, to have been reasonably 
nrosperous people--and, to tiave been, as well, largely North 


Anertearn, it ethuee or cultural character. 
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attached to James Fitzgibbon to John Macaulay, Toronto, 
septemter 3, 1838. 


Ebide, Vols 198, Petition,ot Finlay Malcolm, n.d., received 
iy 3. LS Se. 


eee Hod. 195, ps LOTS (2, Fetition ol Philip Henry, May 
) 848. 
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Lode) Vol. Tete pan.bO5s26, Pesttidouvol Henry Winegarden, 
orion. 2A. oats 3. 


Taka... FaOdie, D935, when ltOfB59,, Petition of,. Wm. Thompsori ard 
Charles.Chapin, May 3, 1838, euclosed in Petition of Charles 
Chsoin end Wms Thompson, t.d., which is bound with Miles 

O Ret ly tonal, Josep. tami btow, May 12, 1538: 


Palin, poner cee tVole 440%, nacrotiim), p. 2904, "Copy of the 
solicitor Geueral's Report Respectiug the Prisojuers in the 
District of Gore, who have petitioned," W.-H. Draper, 

pol’ General, May 16, 1898. 


Coben Vols 447.90. 15ey "Proceed ins a is Couneil revising 
cases of Prisouers Ordered for Transportation with 2a view 
of decreasins the ilumbers," May 29, 1838. 


bids, Vol. 452, p. 385, “Return of the wWames and Quality 


of es - the seversl persoris arrested i.: Upper 
WAL ve ees 


John Wilson of Oaklund, for example, was lodyed in Hamilton 
jail as a rebel and, although he was still imprisoned on 
February 12, 1838, his meme does not appear on the prisoner 
list; neither does that of Charles Scrivener, a Yarmouth 
rebel jniled at London. 


The hishest figure quoted Lor those assembled is eighty. 
Appendix to the.Jourunl of the House of Assembly, Session 
Committee ou Privilege, 
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Veposition of James Oswald, December 18, 1837. 

The. lowest figure given is thirty-two. 

PeAwCe, RGGI Bl, Adjutant General's Office, Correspondence, 
Vol. 54, M. Burwell to James Fitzgibbon, Port Talbot, private, 
December 18, 1837. 

Two other witnesses specifically saia that there were 
fifty-two rebels present. 

PeieCeo, RGD Al, U.C. Sunuries, Vol. 203, evidence of 
Edward Carman in "Return of Questions and Auswers put to 
prisoners in penitentiary on the charges of treason," 
enclosed in James Wicholls to Honble John Macaulay, Kingston, 
August 29, 1838. —— 

P.A.O., RGS B36, Records of the London District Mag- 
istrates, Vol. Il, Deposition of Augustus Chaple, n.d. 


There were several people who swore to the size of tie 
Rayham group. 
Vide,for example, 
P.AwW., C.Oe 42, Vol. 447, (microfilm), pp. 261-62, 
evidence of Wm. A. Anderson in The Queen vs Ebenezer Wilcox 
and Bnoch Moore. 

The Bayham men were joined by a few hands from the Dereham 
forge i: Dereham. 

PeleCe, RGD Al, U.C. Sundries, Vol. 199, p. 110454, 
John Burn to “Sirs, Dereham, July 19, 1838. 

It does anpeir possible that a gecoud and smaller group 
of Bayham rebels set off for Oakland. 

Ibid., Vol. 195,. p.«. 107362, evidence .of Robert Cook in 
The Queen vs Robert Cook. 


PACs, RGD Al, Ut. Sundries, Vol. 180, p. 99169, Geo. W. 
Whiteherd to Colonel A+. MacNab, December 13, 1837. 
U.W.0., John Treffry Letters, John Treffry to George 
Treffry, Summerville, Worwich, U.C., June 24, 1838. 
Other coiutemporary estimates of the Norwich men were 
LOO. 220), gL BO, 2eO and -200-—300 smarics \ 


Patriot (Toronto), Friday, Lecember 15, 1837," Copy of a 
eter irom a Miia Olicer in pursuit of DUNCOMBE . 4.4 
Buriord, December 15, 1857. 

Draper said that 200 was the largest number of rebels 
said to have been recruited by Hliakim Malcolm and his 
brothers. 

Percy, ves 42, Vol. 447, (mlcrofrilm), ps 1435, "Solicitor 
General's observations upou the outbreak ...," Wm. H. 
Draper, Solicitor General, Toronto, May 28, 1838. 
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5a Oe the purpose of this study, one was cousidered a la.d 
holder if he owned land in the country or in the towns 
either pxteiuted or Unpatented, or if he leased a Clerey 
Reserve or lani from private individuals, or indeed simply 
stated that he owned property. ia 


acs P.sA.Ue, RGD Al, U.C. Sundries, Vol. 187, pe 104619, Deposition 
ot Joseph Chambers, December 21, 1837, attached to the 
Deposition of Marri th. Smyth, December 16, 1837. 


ed alge he Theller, Canada in 1837-38; showing by historical facts 
the causes of the late at 


29s, UW Oey, Sonn yirefiry Letters, Jom (refiry to George Trefiry, 
ome rv ble." Norwiechs, U.Cw,. dume.2d,) 18358. 
Vide also the postscript of July 7, 1838. 


40. P.i.O., Wm. (Rev.) Betlridge Papers, Bettridge Manuscript, 
(typed copy), ps 139. 


Ale Pet.Os, BGS Al, U.C. Sundries, Vol. 195, Petition of Wn. 
Thompson and Charles Chapin, n.d., enclosed in Petition of 
Charles Chapin and Wm. Thompson, u.d., which is bound with 
Miles O'Reilly to J. Joseph, Hamilton, May 17, 1838. 


A2. In counting the insurgents of the "rebel" aren, I also 
iiucluded George Washingtou Case of Hamilton, a gentleman's 
son, and Martin Switzer of Streetsville, a farmer. 

If an individual had more than one occupation, he was 
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listed under that which was felt to be lis primary one. 


A%,. John UVavid Wood, “The Tlistorical Geogr :phy of Dumfries Town- 
ship, Upper CGduadar 1616 to 1852" (unpublished M.A. thesis, 
Uiiversity of! Torsnito, 1958), pu 72As 


A4. Georve Uoventry with notes by W- R. Riaqdell, "A Concise 
History of the Late Rebellion in Upper Canada to the Evacu- 
AtLoOheOLeNayy «leband ese," Ontario Historical -Soclety -Papers 
Side heoords, ‘Vols tKVLL’ (1919), p. 127. 


Hamilton Public Livrary, Adim Hope Letters, letter 10. 5, 
(ee0ed copy) ).p..6, Adem Tiope to Robert Hove, Saint Thomas, 
Jecember 24, 1LO37. 


Si 
° 


47. 


48. 


AQ. 


one 


aes 


Ds 


Bytes 


P.i.0., Mackenzie-—Lindsey Clippings, Item 4147, clipping irom 
the Richmond-Comoiler, Marcn 14, 1859. 
9e@h Ssusg rented that many doctors subsequently 
became involved in the Patriot raids of 1838-39. 

Oscar A. Wincechen, The Rise and Fi a ns the Patriot 
Huiters (New York: BOOM RSSOCLATS 


Patriot quoted in a newspaper article: 

red La:.don, "Bitterness of Troubles in 1830's Directed 
Veavily Against Doctors Who Had Studied at N.Y. College," 
in the London Public Library, Edwin Seaborn Collection, 
Medical History, p. 1096. 


UisO,, Jou Trefiry* Letters, Joh Tretivy to George ak Ss a gp 
Summerville, Norwich, U.C., dune 24, 16236. 
Vide nlso postscript of July 7, 1838. 


The rebel landowners identified are known to have held an 
average of 251 acres. Their counterparts among those who 
moed then hid’ 280 acres om the “averncse » 


Yel. 34, Mo Burwell bo Janes Pitzgibbou, private, Port 
Talbot, December 18, 1837. 


P.A.o., RGS B36, Records of the London listrict Magistrates, 
Vol. Il, Deposition of Lewis Norton, December 29, 1837. 


Ibid., Vol. II, Deposition of Charles H. Conrad, Jecemver 
VERT. 


Vamilton Public Library, Adam lone Letters, letter no. 3, 
(typed copy), p. 1, Ad-m Hope to Hobert’ Hope, Saint Thomas, 
December 24, 1837. 
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In alivning the rebels into Upper Canadians and Americans on 
the oue hond and into all others on the other hand, I could 
not fit the desivzuation "Cauadian" as listed in the 1842 
cetisus into the data; for, oddly enough, some census takers 
chose to describe anyone born auywhere in British North 
America as "Canadian." 


P.\.0., Wm. (Rev.) Bettridge Papers, Bettridge Manuscript, 
(typed copy), pelDo. 
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Py i aves RG5 AL, Die ® jundries, MW Olea 199, De dee Ses JO! Nat 
Bury. Go » Dereham, July 19, 1838. 


Sir U.- P. Lucas, editor, Lord Durham's Report, Vol. II 
(Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1912), pp. 172-73. 

Durham specifically mentioned the Americans of the Western 
District, but it is clear from the coutext of his remarks 
that he meant all of western Upper Canada and not just the 
Western District. Durham thought that the Americans were 
disaffected because of the insecurity of their land tenure. 


Charles R. Sanderson, editor, The Arthur Papers, Vol. I 
(Toronto: Toronto Public Libraries and University of 
Toronto Press, 1957), po. 254-55, [Arthur] to the Arch- 
bishoo of Canterbury [William Howley], Government House, 
Deronto, August wa 1ess. 

It is perhaps noteworthy that on the outbreak of the 
rebellion various citiZens of American origin of St. 
Catharines and area felt it necessary to meet and affirm 
their loyalty to British rule and their innocence of revol- 
utionary intentions. 
ot. Catharines Journal, And 
Distric Advertiser, | 


ak 


PCr es Ue Ow ey Vol. 454, (nicrofilm), p+ 41, Joseph Bertram 
to Glenelg, Buckminster, October 3, 1838. 


The Montreal Herald of December 20, 1838 quoted in Mackenzie's 
Gazette, March 30, 1839. 

MackenZie claimed that in the Toronto revolt it was not 
the Americans who rebelled but the Canadians, the English, 
the Scots, and a few Irish. 

PeA.O., Mackenzie-Lindsey Clippings, Item 5523, no. 5, 
Mackenzie's letter to the Examiner of December 17, 1849. 

It has usually been accepted, however, that the Home 
District rebels were predominantly American born or that 
they were of American orijin. 

Vide, for exanple, 

G. iM. Craig, Upper Canada 
The Canadian Centenary Series 
Stewart Limited, 1963), p. 246. 

S« We Clark, Movememts of Political Protest in Canada 
1640-1840 (Toronto: University of Toronto Press, 1959 
De é 


Lucas, editor, Lord Durham's Report, Vol. II, pp. 163-64. 


too esi 


the Formative Years, 1784-1841, 
Toronto: McClelland and 


T. R. Preston, Three Years! Residence iu Canada 
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University of Toronto, Commonplace Book, 1838, letter entitled 
"Augmentation of Grenville on the Ottawa River, County of 
Two Mountains--Province of Lower Canada, March Sth 1838." 


It seems clear that most of the Dumfries—Blenheim men were 
not Scots, Warner and Beers' History of Brant notwithstanding. 
Vide 
The History of the County of Brant, Ontario 
Warner, Beers an 


(Toronto: 


P.A.Ce, RGD Cl, Numbered Correspondence of the Provincial 
secretary"s Office, Yol. 9, Item 1298, P. B. de Blaguiere to 
Sir Francis Bond Head, Woodstock, January 15, 1838. 


Toronto Public Library, James Hamilton Papers, J.B. Askin 
to Col. John Douglas, London, December 27, 1837. 


P.A.C., MG24 A40, Colborne Papers, (xerox covies), Vol. 11, 
pp. U02965=70, Geq. rollipottis to Sir John Colborne, Cornwall, 
Movember 20, 1837. 


PeasCu, BOD AL, USC, Stndries, Vol. 196,. Idem: to ; 
Preston, Township of Waterloo, June 23, 1838. 

Vide also, 

P.A.O., Ontario Historical Society Scrapbooks--Toronto, 
p. 61, clipping from the Globe (Toronto), November 14, 1903. 

Some of the Scots residents of Eramosa, a township which 
bordered Nassagaweya, 2lso attended a meeting in UVecember of 
1837 that was cousidered by the local Tories to be treasonable 
ia nature. 


Brituen Colonist (Toronto), May 10, 1658. 
he Colonist fiercely denied that this claim had any 
validity. 


Mirror (Toronto), November 25, 1837, containing a letter of 
Erin, from Oakland, L.v., tlovember 6, 1837 to the Constitution. 

The Mirror voiced its agreement with the sentiments of 
the author, whose identity is unknown. 


In the rebel sample there were representatives of other 
groups to be found. Two ijova Scotians musterea under Durcombe 
and Eliakim Malcolm; both came from the towuship of Rayham. 
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In addition, a native of New Brunswick who was then living 
in Burford and another New Brunswicker residing in East 
Oxford took up arms, as did two men from the lakeshore who 
were listeu simply as "Canadians" in the 1842 ceisus. 

Among those <nown to have aided the insurgents there 
were two New Brunswickers and one English-speaking Lower 
Canadian. 


P.AO., Mackenzie-Lindsey Correspondence, Box April to 
December 1858, James Buchanan to Sir George Arthur, N.Y., 
CLL Mey clk er 

On December 12, 1837, the Gazette reported that Bull had 
held a loyal meeting of Irishmen at his home on December 2. 
A Statement of The 


satisfactory Re 


sults Which Have Atteided 


itional 
Loudon: Smith, Bilder and 
UO% seule ie » Report of Dr. Alling to the Canada 
Company, Guelph, December 16, 1840. 


Toronto Public Library, William Dummer Powell Papers, Vol. 
AQT, Aime Powell to George Wm. Murphy, Toronto, March 7, 1838, 
Mirror (Toronto), December 30, 1837. 
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